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Abstract

For manufacturers of home appliances,
the Studying discussion of products on
social media can help manufacturers im-
prove their products. Opinions provided
through online reviews can immediately re-
flect whether the product is accepted by
people, and which aspect of the product
are most discussed . In this article, we di-
vide the analysis of home appliances into
three tasks, including named entity recog-
nition (NER), aspect category extraction
(ACE), and aspect category sentiment clas-
sification (ACSC). To improve the perfor-
mance of ACSC, we combine the Reptile
algorithm in meta learning with the con-
cept of domain adversarial training to form
the concept of the Adversarial Reptile al-
gorithm. We find show that the macro-fl
is improved from 68.6% (BERT fine tuned
model) to 70.3% (p-value 0.04).
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F| T & o b BARAEHA =T VAL By A D &) A2 28 P A
(Aspect Category Extraction, ACE) ; ' & %
HATRAAL ARG LB REAGEGE L
TAE IR A BARAE A 09t B2 A (Aspect
Category Sentiment Classification, ACSC) £
% o

KM AR BERT A A#te) & wik - &
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SR R o S B BE e 9 R 4F B 94.2%
% 93.6%F1 3 ft o M2 ACE & ACSC W 1&
f£# L &M% % T Sun(Sun et al., 2019b)
FAMBE > WA Tr RBR VA B) 6] AT
# > f£ ACE f£4 L4328 68.1% Micro F1+ A
IME ACSC 1E75 E3R1ER 73.6% F1 °

B k& ACSC #k g RM A4 T R R &
FRAZG @ QBT o wAAR — 5
FETR E ARG @ aH TR R R
Blde T3 BEF£&H @6 LREEGE
oo fFEedmagttgLEadmiFLg o Ak
EXRRERRDG s EXF&AHH—T
RENEE - STHILMA KMERXE TR
B & AR @ e o IR E B F B 6 ek a R
A o BB E R @& 834 KA E
F o F L&A K E 3 B AR Rl AR A9 1 R S
BAEA R ES XNE Y (Transfer Learning) °
EMERNASBIRAZEOALEY (Meta
Learning) 7 # > $#4& A 3 + 89 Reptile & F
% (Nichol and Schulman, 2017) » #&#H4 X
£ (Ganin et al., 2016) 898 A » 32 T #Hit
A Reptile(Adversarial Reptile) 8314k R4% o

BB B SRS XNEY
I ek g AR A AR AE B ARt > LR N B K
Reptile #9 R A £ 5 B A 69 K8 b Ik iz 6942
ARG R A > £ Macro-F1 & 68.6%
BAZE 703% L HL p 1AE 0.04 0 KA
005> Btk AR E B #EE L2 E - HFH LK
Reptile ~ DANN /2 2 #1430 X, Reptile #9 74
AR B 0 B ILH LN Reptile £33 L69 AR
FEH % TR A Reptile BH % o

R B A LS Y A H S AR AR 69
Ko EEARETRELGERMEY > Ak
AL Hd AL EIRFTELE ACSC 125 L&y
BRARBETAREAABREEARZET LR
F L2 H g AR B ARIE o

2 AaBA R

2.1 FEASH
BEF B A R ERAERZEIZNE

Eol)
Ao LB E—BEFPRELPRMEZGE
R > Bl Amazon 8% 3 (Aashutosh Bhatt,
2015; A. Mounika, 2019) ~ & 8 3F s 2~ #7
(Walter Kasper, 2011) ~ 4t % 2 8] 3¥ 3 (Ayat
Zaki Ahmed, 2020) ¥ 3 o & LR F ALK
By 4E 75 B & 15 B 4 #T (Sentiment Analysis)
T Be AT T ARGE T B $F %89 R Bl 9 s U
R~ TR ARERARRB A -
PR 85— B LR R 6T & R
TP BB e TR B @ e
(Aspect Based Sentiment Analysis, ABSA) 2|
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AT TP R R 8 d & ki Ae HE 6 R
#f o

BREEHERIIRE A GBI EEL
120975 0 LT o By AR AN @ @ 69 B AR BT
(Targeted-ABSA, TABSA) A B & R @ ) 48 3|
W B4 (Aspect Category Sentiment Analy-
sis, ACSA) e XL PR AAMRAZLAAR
A VLS X R E R FY AR RMT
B R @ &R (Aspect Category) » B 894
FIpl o) TR RAM BAR@ @I o FHEE
P BATH BAFR - AL E AR F RS
#A B (Aspect Category Sentiment Classifica-
tion, ACSC) ° £ TABSA #1E5 F » A2 &
6] P T R g di 3R 69 B 4253 (Target Word) »
FlBTL ) AT L BARG AR LE - &
H P 2 &L o TABSA 2 ACSA A& &K
W) Z3E 27 0 TABSA A$#aTTHETH
L AT ST 0 42 ACSA Rl R E1{E 4 F
BATHHT o

#£ TABSA 89fEFF » B #ldsn % 30487
A AJER BERT ¥ #7448 T 4k £ 09 78 81 2k
At o 12 H # 8 €] T (Auxiliary Sentences) 184
TAB] (Sun et al., 2019b) > & & S 36 8 4
TFREBGTFHEUVRMEREX » REwEH S
T o o) FHA S A & T NLI(Natural Lan-
guage Inference) ~ B4 QA (Question-Answer)
wAE I NLI AR TR ER T > 284K
T RAEFETRENZEGEZE @ QA BIZ
Rl&j AR 89 6 F o 3 2 9 & = (Binary)
% 7 (Multiple) A& » =Ly b 69 8 8 6] F &,
SR KR (AR - BARAER) - AR E R
BrZsish o] TR R AARAGEH 5 4dm
BegHBh o) T EAME LS AARF A BARAESA
BAZ A Z P RATAEE & o R L X =09y
BT AE I AE ] 6990 8 6] F : NLI-M
NLI-B ~ QA-M ~ QA-B °

2.2 BHBAEY

BHRXEEOMAELN —EAREY 2] 094
AR A JE A B H Al R Bl {24 B A9 B R o & RlaR
FH R & B35 L AbAn L0 1275 R iy £
B oo B XS F A R~ sk X T A
WA AR R % o B RS XEY
o 3 FE 5 MR RAR R A B AR (Target
Domain) » 1R 4% R RAE KA B AZ A B & H &
TRAMGER AFRAHELXET W
o F AURAR B AR AR BRAS A AL e R B
RFEAR R GG BA WA 2 5] A (Fine-
Tuning) & % £# % ¥ (Multi-Task)(Caruana,
1998) © f A A M AL A fe R R AR IR B SR T X
% BAE BARAREEATINR S B S EH

FE > AR o PTAE ZAE R F] 94 5k
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LARA JERA (Sun et al., 2019a; Nguyen et al.,
2020) ° #1 % A 5 F 89 77 kR A M R R R R
AR BB AR TR — AR AR
B of R AARRALH §HEE R R 4k o
{2 2 &4 300 09 5 B R 3 G R B AR IR
HFo) B LHPTREZZOR T MF
(Huang et al., 2013) °

T BARABA A AR T E A o e RIRAE S
B AR AR E A S TR B 0 R AR 8 7 ik
B BB HEE (Domain-Adversarial Train-
ing of Neural Networks, DANN)(Ganin et al.,
2016) © AR Y BAZABRAZ T EAH 12
A g 8 R RARIRIE A AZAA BB TAH > AAF
# % —18 8 &ARTH) KR o B DANN 893
SHRP & A AN R — B4R FA] F] B (Domain
Discriminator) » % P18 A ] 3] 4 2 F 4 L &
B AT AR o R AR L RS 0 DANN #9482
RAE AN A EAT A BEIR LAt E A
G AN AA BRI E (Feature Extractor)
AF R A5 E (Joint Learning) # % » 53]
EAT R4S R BALHS ~ AR Ay A RABALF
#) B AL o DANN 89 48 1 & A 72 4F B R
RO B mAR S AEF T MR LR R
J (Gradient Reversal Layer) » 13tk 89383+ T
VAZAAR A BRI 25 4K ol T A BLE B R 48 R
R A > T IR A H B ARBRA B B E R4
B AR TUE A MR I AR AR H R

B4R RAT A 0945 B RAFAABRS AR E TR

KB o R RIRI o

PRT bt AR e R A NG H ks 0
BFLERAT —EHG L LEE (Meta
Learning) ° /L% ¥ 3 R A R R AR B HL B 4R 4R
Bo—ALINER > R R IRAR RS H O — 1B
SR BGRA » BAE] BARAREEHI
B BRARRAABA FAET R B9 4EA - B AR
AR A R RAARE R BERBGER > T
F Y 09 BAZ R R F B R RAA R R R AL S
B — s E e R RERF R » Bl
AR AN BARARR T EATEY » MFRAK
YEAHGFRTEE B —ERA RGBT
HAMARELETAZ TR B IERALY
(Few-shot Learning) #9 B %8 A 48 & 45 89 M3 o
MEX > ARFOBRCERAERE T2 F
(R

UFRETRAGEH LU BT S LE
FoAMELE mBXSHEHALEL
AR T A5 4 R R AR AL B A (Bilevel Opti-
mization) °© £ &8 T RmEZEH : Inner-loop &
Outer-loop * 23| AT F] B AR 69 4% 1L o £ 7T
ZHRF > BU TR R BIEHEAY (Base-
Learner) A Z U2 A (Meta-Learner) 4% >
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i AR AL AL 69 RABAR KA — 4% 0 AR EAE
L B A2 R Fl o £ Inner-loop ¥ ° & & #H#
AR AR R0 BB AL F D SR AR pEFF AL A > ]
BT AL Outer-loop F #| i AT 31| 4R 69 42 A
HREIHABRDGLH s ARV LR E
T B E P EF AL AT » K
BT —RER > BREAR AR EZA
SUHHFRBOER - SHGALE T E%E
£ Inner-loop & Outer-loop 8 % % & # R &
by XEAT B2 o

3 REFBELIHE

KA A E L4338 TMobile01] F » EA
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ME o VEBRE UF o bR EFI ML P LE
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ARG HEIE 7105 BEE 0 BN
2,000 AT A LARGT o ALARLEGPE B 6,4
&S LA~ TR LA~ THAZAE# ) ~TH
RS AP BARERS AR 2H S
B~ FE BB A8 B B BN
A HHB S AER S Bd s P A o M
BEPHALFTESRGL P —FEBZEHAK
WARGE o B A —M R4 -

AAR B RAETE L1230 BIFER
AR R — B AERETHAZ Y
TS A £414% A Cohen
Kappa(McHugh, 2012) 44 i 47 — Bl 3+ 5 o
ERMARZEA T 8 Kappa 183 A F £ 5
ARG T — AT 89 Kappa 83T
FoPMA TR TRTEAFTHAES S
o~ B LA s ST H AR ] 89 Kappa
fa7tH > a4 A% - A28 RE - AF
£ Kappa 1 K7 0.6 BFARR 5 T A #5600 —
B > MK 0.6 PIFRE —BUME L o

HATHBEALY Kappa 3 » Alex FA
(Brandsen et al., 2020) 35 » & & XA F Lk
47 Kappa M3t A G HRE 569 8 di%se - &
BTG —HE o mE AN RT
AT RBIE B R G ERAE RAEZOTH
TR My B A2 B4t mAeFALER
FRERELTHRE M - AR MERALET
B AR 6 F ik Eildm B @ ARS8 A o AR
BIERO T TAREARBELEE -
TARZBREGENTA TR E  BRASHR
FREARTLHTRET R EOZIHT
BEOAAR o 3B Bty ik k69 B S G AR RO
2 A#A% 3 Kappa 9515 0.959 & 0.965 ° &
A B o

A BAZ AR B B AZ 409 Kappa WE3HE
TRBUOERALTREARANTER &



The 33rd Conference on Computational Linguistics and Speech Processing (ROCLING 2021)
Taoyuan, Taiwan, October 15-16, 2021. The Association for Computational Linguistics and Chinese Language Processing

AR EAZ AT R0 HATFIZIRAER
2R GREE—FERTARBYG X o 4
o RAVRBAZAE B9 H A2 LA
IRH MR EN T & o BARAEE T G AR
SO E Sn L AR BN FRAE B M AR 4 0 R
2 A B LB R ARG & S L AR R RS
AR 0 BT ALERH A LEAER —HH
BT AR B B4R ER s mARES
8 HE B T T REAR T A B AR T M 1469 4
R EE LA B LAE ~ BARAE S A4E R 89
BT » BT ABAT ARG — LK -
@ Pk o BARAEAR ARSI E
# 89 Kappa 182315 0.691 & 0.724 > & &t
0.6° (XETHEZHRE -

WA BT R T 4> £k % TR 015 F »
TABSA 21 & M2 FHM X x4
49 » TABSA &7 B &% & ACE ~ ACSC
BFAEF o B AIRTAH AL~ &S BE
AAZAE4A ~ BAZH & waE » £ T AR AR
M BAZ A B o o =18 TR 0 E e LA
BOG 24 A HE NER» BAZ4 448 %7 ACE
1E75 » BAZE ST R A ACSC » £#ITREH
e R ITAT > AR R 2,000 1B BK A by
RF IR BRI A 1,000 BE% - &
B RE TS P AR R EH B A

P

P AR 5 i 89 B A A Y o

£ NER 8947+ » £/ 8 BIEOS # 5
FBAZ R o ST RAZ A 0 d A B A A
S L AR — B IR & 0 HSL R R AL
B LA E o G AR R BIG  » B RA
FAZ O IRAS A o mEtH ACE 1575 » £L/A %
T & BAZTE AR o b ARERMEHAZ 8
X EEER N AIRF G A E b LA BN
LAREG A o {2k @ mEE R AL s R —
T FT A 8 B ARAZ S0 AR ) BF A2 A A 0 % AR BB
LA PRI R B A2 AL o AR
BBER, > RIS FANTHHBTERL &
TBARR S BB e s BRI TR
23 b RURBNE LA o R BARER 0 R
ITRAZ A 0 R RAZ A BAZ R
%0 B L AR R B ARAE R AT ABF o £ ACSC
£ 75 6930 9 B AF MAZ 2 A B AZ 3248 Bl 69 B
LA~ BIREBARBARFE TN - REZ
AL AHE TR EKEL R 2 £ F NER

T AL ABR LB B AL -
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4.2 WLEHEAREF G

# NER ~ ACE ~ ACSC & =B 7 £ o &4
¥k A BERT & & & 694 - NER 1% ] BERT-
BiLSTM-CRF ## % £ # : ACE % ACSC
¥4 F BERT #998HEA - #7#4 ACE &
ACSC > &M 4% Su(Sun et al., 2019b) 8948
%o R B 6T R IR AR o R
JR s L8y 7 kA ACE ~ ACSC 2 TABSA #
NELMBM O FEMNERIGR §ELBS
0 T R HBY 6T 0 HsbE TR T RMMKER
5394k o ACE 1E75 09 30 8h 8) F 4 7 F 3
£ B b % % @ ACSC 1EF5 69 30 B) &) T &
TAMBN A B AE S BAZAESE o £ 03
By 81T o AT VAR R B G ARAK B 3 B 6] 84
N B R R RS WARAE S 69 S50 $H B) 6] 4o
A 1o

Table 1: $# 8} 6] -F $5.49)

L EET ACE ACSC
1E B i 24 4% =% =%
NLI-M ZX ZE- %R
QA-M Gt ZEEmN | ZEEARGSEE
8 & &) & e A A R
NLI-B ZE-%H ZE-%H-Ed
QA-M Gt ZF FEm | ZEEASGEE
SR@e | @ahEaEE

Table 2: B3| {£5 &4 &

e NER | ACE | ACSC
A& AAE | 1,000 | 1,001 | 1,345
AKX EA | 1,000 | 1,045 | 1,422

B Z AP s KA7394E A Micro-F1 #&
B R A KRR AT 69 48 4% o M H A ACSC £ 7 »
BTEZBAETEBAZELETTRGIES
Zo At ETRmTy  ZEHFLeism
Macro-F1 Y & 4542 %% » 3% Macro-F1 # &
A FMBAZEE T ACSC E# 4 Micro-
F1 23t A B RBE T o

# NER 99 EBRERY » AR EHRRIL
e F1 951 5 93.6% & 94.2% » BT/
58 BERT B A £# E o R E L H
B C A AR E 458 R o ACE & ACSC #91%
HERek 3o BRLEK S LM (NLEM
QA-M) A =75 # (NLI-B ~ QA-B) 89 &% »
THARGHAL ACE XA ACSC £» 51
FHEOEFH X RAA AT LEFS -
M Fe# NLI-M & QA-M w42 3 B) &) F 69 7%
X » £ ACE #£% £ NLI-M &7 0.9% * @
£ ACSC 8913 LA e R AL A ZA R - 3
% L R R B AR AR B 4 B 6] 89 FR R SR M
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# 0 £ ACE 894 % L3t NLI-M B #y AW
KA A sbakft—4% » R S48 - M2 ACSC
£+ 0 TR NLI-M K QA-M A »
H 6% 9K £3E 0 MA LB &G FRREE
P ALFBARAEIE ARG A & > HbToe B
2R KA A B~ ACSC 1E75 469 o

Table 3: ACE A ACSC #t# (Micro-F1)

$heh A [ ACE | ACSC
{EBNE 2 | 68.1% | 67.6%
NLI-M 68.1% | 73.6%
QA-M 67.2% | 73.6%
NLI-B 58.4% | 69.3%
QA-B 62.0% | 70.3%

HEFHH ACSC MIEFH BT B IR M »
SR PeE AR B AZAE A 69 ISR A AT E AR 8
MAA (B 1) > ARS8 BAZAE S 615 4 o A s
A MA (B 2) B 1> THRETRA
AT » ACSC IEHRRLERER » KT
3] 60% 214 0% & RAA - T Fl 6y BAZ
FEHEYIREHAEBRGE T LR > MR
EEGHEINREH Y B - B 228 E K
Fl BAZAE B A o A R — i > 12 ¥k
BHA BEE > AR MM % o

Micro F1 v.s. Training data size
90%
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70%
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Pk TR
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Figure 1: 4 &4 52 S a8 B 15

4.3 SZHEAFETHR

WALETRR G BRERAT  HHOETHELES
oy E R o Fhk AT A8 B AZAE AR
BB A A T8 ACSC BA > 3R T 5
By A RIF RS o PTAR M (B B AZFE R IR R
H a5k BB EH L A sk ACSC B A # 3¢
f& R A RS » do b AR IR AR B9 B DL AR R AL AL AT
RA 45— B2/ » FTALS) 6 T 0932
R H AR B LARBD T o RS HAPTA B
HBEARINR—EENG 7 X R EHEE
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Micro F1 v.s. Sentiment Distribution

4k rbds)

0% 0%

100% —roie] 100%
=1

80% — Micro F1 (%) 80%
5 60% 60%
°
S 40% 40%

20% i I 20%

&

L fe WH mF B MR R B E

BAZFESA
Figure 2: % 2 # $130 58 M 14

2 (Single Model) *» @ #1725 Fl B 424244 3|
R L AARA 8 XRMAHE SR (Multiple
Models) » % B AR fEHINRER LKW E 3>
TAREA SR sk Xk & -FHTA
AAZAEs LA TMEERALY m5EAY
4878 2L A8 » Micro-F1 & Macro-F1 %% 60.1%
M 69.2% » HAe B 68.6% ~ 73.6% AT
8.5% A 4.4% o e s E A ] F 89 % 18 B AR
A& (b Bl ~ FF) RAEE EAABE 10% ©
Wb R T A dm 0 SRR AR AR
ARG H B IR A R R A U 4T 69 3K
A& o T ARG B AR B fTIRA S A 7 0k
By AL o

Single Model v.s. Multiple Models

90% - 500

o =res o
o 70% —IREHE 300 &
© 60% o
S 50% 200 %

40% 100

30% 0

£ e SbH B B4 MR B FE

BARAERR

Figure 3: B4 7 2 % 4% A 24 f b

5 AR A LS AL
£ E—E=fF o RIS BAZFEE G A

s

SREA B Y BB AR 0 B R R
MG ARG L FE > B EANE S BHL
HEHEZTHRARD RN TR EGIRAH
B o

5.1 RIREH

BHABETSRTREGBZEHEN, LT
R R EHE o b ABSA 1EFHE g
MEMELETR S > KM 5H (5 AR, 2020)
EROKFHEITEFRE LA E

(Pontiki et al., 2014) A7 {2 JA & A M & B & ¥
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Algorithm 1 Reptile

Algorithm 2 Adversarial Reptile

Initialize 6
1: for iteration = 1,2,... do
Sample tasks 71,7m2,...,7,
for i = 1,2,....n do
Compute §; = SGD(L,,0,a. k)
end for
Update 6 «— 6+ BL 3" (6, — 0)

2
3
4:
5:
6
7: end for

TR LR AA R - aTH AH L& ABSA
75 A2 RRFAGHFAAKRT s mEE GA
& 3 P R 0 HAL&RAE A Google 124889 &0
FAPI MK EBMFART L - mEaFe A4 a2
THEARKRFFLTR LT X mA RR &%
HROFR ERLE P BAZFRT R A AR
IR B R EIR > RbEF
0 BALRF RIVE IR Z 009 BH R R » BTk
IR T 47.1% 89 EAHE E3FR B AR R 47.6%
AR REGGEF TR 40

Table 4: AR EH 4

THE|Ed | Ad | P2 | THEK
FF | 28% | 50% | 22% 8,425
BB | 59% | 17% | 24% 1,908
E | 43% | 18% | 39% 1,220

5.2 Fik

FEAEE R EE MR 5 35 BARAEH 3
BREFAY > THREZ A PIRAMAE » ML
SFERADRAZEEB LT R LA RIFY
A AE o

VAT, 2 8 Reptile % & (8 B k1)
Bl R — B R AR 6 S K
0 %—~ =455 K& Outer-loop A Inner-
loop ° f& % X #E X Outer-loop 83 KB » &
M # A B n BEF > A A Inner-loop ° M
Inner-loop #t& #H# BB BUE 691731 A i
VASUAR A 6 5 B B Andb A8 B 37 & A AR A5 A A 69
2 AFLHETEH Kk RENER - K&
BAE 7 69 A 5 B E #7142 % R Inner-loop » &
B EHARE S8 E3 75 &R AR Inner-
loop P BT A 3] 4k i 69 A5 A0 2 st U AR A 69 4
BEZLTFY EHABRBGFEERENT —
REGEAR o REIE I H 0 B U B 5
oo

KA 89 77 & VA Reptile % F ik B A S »
WAL EA R A RF 894A8K » £ E TR 6975
o MR TFAAR LG TN >R AR £BF
B BRPLTREIXTH > AeGE
BT RY AR A RBAGEHNEZE  AMAE
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Input: o, 8, \k,D ={Dy,....D,}
Output: 6°, ¢°

1: Initialize 0, ¢, as 6°, ¢°,~°

2: for iteration = 1,2,... do

3: for i = 1,2,...,n do // each source D;

4: Compute (6}, ¢},7°) = SGD(D;, 6%, ¢°,7°, a, k)
5: end for

6 00 «— 00+ B30 (6] —06°)

T 0"+ B (¢ — ¢)

8: end for

Algorithm 3 SGD (Update base learner)

Input: Dy, 0, d0,7°, N, a, k
Output: 0y, ¢, ~°
. Sample 79, ..., 7_1 from D;
:forj=0,1,..,k—1do
Compute decoder loss L4¢(r;)
Compute discriminator loss L4 (r;)
9j+1 — 9]‘ — Och(dec(ej7 (Z);) - /\Ldis(9j7 ’70))
D1 4— bj — aVL¥(0;, ¢;)
,YO — v avfy[/dls(@j’ 70)
: end for

S BN S ol A v

# (Ganin et al., 2016) # B ¥4t X2 ¥ 69
&0 WA RHIRX Reptile ® % (Adversar-
ial Reptile) o 7 L % ¥ & K AMMEF 09 1% F
FoESBEBAAZENERTEAHSETR
WAL H o 12 B AT KM R MR R A ACSC £
o A AZEEHLETF » HATRREH
&G RA R B R (Li et al., 2020) * &
3R A E B KR RAT AL B ST — AL o £ 3L
14 BERT # A& KBS (FHEIRE) > 2%
B O 2 ANMBRREBREHSE  FHA ¢
7 IR (Ganin et al., 2016) » #hm T AABRH|
BE > FHE vy BBER ARG ABHER
% HOF 4L 1 Categorical Cross-Entropy ©

# 4L X Reptile 8 7% F & 4= Algorithm2
3FT & 0 U (BARMEH) B A 89 S X 4% 0
AT e 00 BEAEFER G S HATAR |
Fhm E EAZMA T 0 o 0 0 R F K5 BRI
F 3y (RAK2) BING L EIFA RN
F# 0 RAEKE LS Reptile 48 F] » 42 T
A EFeE > fE S 4R AR B RO AR B EAT E A7
Yo B R IR200F 6-T 4T f REBHGZEH £ -
ABAIR & b 7S PTA 68 R AR AR B AR
LA Ak g £ AREE (% 3-5 4T) £
B AT ©

%=y (BRI ER3) AHAMAFUEFHAZ R 8
£ # » IR AZHR A SGD(Stochastic Gradient
Descent) #9 £ 87 7 X o 178848 H #Hiw X £
Ho AERBE BB E T EA— B
R o ah R AL BATRFE) BARRY AR LA
FERIRAT AR ARG B AR ALRY o R B 2R AR A B

o
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B ARITGR A E B G BB A8 RR IR
TRRABS K ER  wHIEE3OF 5 254
TAT (0 REHMGFEEF) - ABFHEH S K
WARRELE LT L EGEOER » BFf
89 18 3 42 2 AL AL AT 2 R Rl — B AR AR &
B e fe LB AR & B4 B AT BB AR A B B 8 4
# o

5.3

st BB BB o R R 9 0 R &AM
P8 HILX Reptile $2A7T— 27 F — B AL 69 3
Bt BEEAHBETR > dAHILA Reptile
T AT f# A%, Reptile Z # 30 X 4R R 35 5
&R -  Reptile & DANN A2 2 2 Ak i
ITHhE e MAFEH A TRERYEZELRE
R B 69 T3 48

5.3.1 L7450 AR gk
st~ B AF Pa 3k #H 4T X Reptile # o R IR IR AEAT
IRE  TABRALREREESEHELE
1% A % AR 7 X AT D 815 4 R 69 2L A
s F—gp ik A AR 7 X4k (Baseline) #9%&
AR AT PR o & B AZAEHA 0 2R R R Ao
4+ B & 5 Baseline X8 0 15 & & HIw X
Reptile 2X#8 » T H H %o e RN I » £ 3
oy BARAESE » F1 89 R RAR 2 H X Reptile
EARBAEGERE - Abiehn L BHXEY 075 %
%o B AR B3R EAE T L T A MK Jm A
BHXEHGERA 5 % o

m A B AH YA B E R AR B AT
2 B3 [0 O 2 (3B 5= 7 B R R o 2 o8 o )
KAV E AR 77 R AT B ARE £ SRR T A ST
LA o 4% MR AR T 09 JE AR A ARy ik
TR BT HMEME S A Y p A H
B ZE 1A 0.05 0 & DARERRE (AR
M AT) REAXMGEEEE  RIBNEZ
JE AR s RAKBRAEREE - L3518 R
R 5P  Bb KM A BB IR a e L
EARBEREZGHER S AT HEE 5% 8913
HEM PR E  BRET > REXKEA
Hre~ = H ~ B& ~ Macro-F1 WE4E p 14
BN 0050 ARIERBERB L AR EE
B WAF—R0T o RIS KRB ER
K R BA 2 B A AV AR a9 A A AR o AR
T 4869 R B ST d A1 2 A8 @ 69 4l B
AHEFNGBE TR gL EFs > Ak
FIAEA LA 8 % IR A AL 69 B — BRI 4RR %
Pt LR mARRY ~ MBIl s T F
W A H 424248 7T 48 & W & baseline #9 2K A8 AZ 2
@K mIEZDE 2BZ 0 & > Micro-F1 8] 7T
RRERFE TR EER M ERELT R
;%Z o

=
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Table 5: #4tX Reptile 2 RS TR T

F1(%) | Baseline | #4tX Reptile | p &
Fa 67.5+2.5 68.3+1.3 0.25
HEe | 84.3+1.1 82.5+ 1.8 0.005*
®E | 80.0+5.1 83.9+3.1 0.02*
A | 67.0L£8.1 67.2+4.0 0.91
E#% | 68.0+94 75.6 £ 4.4 0.01%
S | 7T1.3+38 70.1+3.3 0.33
{842 | 57.5+11.1 59.7 + 2.8 0.40
% | 535+7.0 55.1+9.0 0.54
Macro | 68.6+5.9 70.3+1.0 0.04*
Micro | 73.6 &+ 3.8 743+1.1 0.22
Table 6: H&T %
Z A Macro-F1 | Micro-F1
DANN 60.7% 69.7%
Reptile 70.0% 74.1%
HILN Reptile | 70.3% 74.3%
5.3.2 HETHR

AEp g 69 B F ST H H4 X Reptile R
HAF A2 0 5 B Reptile AR L G309
@ #H X E H &£ DANN £ (Ganin et al.,
2016) 8314k » B b & K FH L H Reptile
® Ak A DANN 2R 1 840 X Reptile
B AL £ £ o ZAEm R GPT & o TIAAEA K
Reptile $L#4T X Reptile #9352 £ R % 89 >
H LN Reptile £ 78154 L R 48 %8 Reptile
FE 05%° mmE F i@ DANN &~ £
Macro-F1 £ £ ¥ # 10% » Micro-F1 # 5%
A 3k &AM T A4 4m #H 40 X Reptile 72 2K A8 L 89
FEABRARAARL Reptile WELZEH > @
e EHIRRNZE MK B RERAEIEZ LA
BmENRE

6 H#H
BERFRP » EMEFT —HREEARGE
# o T A7 NER -~ ACE ~ ACSC %175 o &
M B T RA N ELIT T — e et
EHERRERAATRO AN LR S — XK
M mHARG  EF WO ETRT - #H
# NER ~ ACE ~ ACSC =18 7 F] # -F4£ 75 A
BERT B A RAZEM & 7T A48 F1 £
NER &7 892 6 -F 3£ 2] 93.9% » ACE £ 3|
68.1% » 1 ACSC Bl A 73.6% 22 A& 69358 3
FEH ACSC 8917547 IR A 334 » 8
R TR 6 BARAEIAZ P » ACSC T8 B89 A3k
BT T o e AR BT A 2 B B R Rl 89 AT
RAOREES AL - RILBITEREHRE
9 B AZAEHA 2 & B kA6 ACSC
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Figure 4: #41X Reptile $23& KR8
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LI LR BT 8 2R EE o BT RGBZ R S A
0y R at AR ACSC 1275 6 3k ak » & 342 A
TR & EA e o

AR A AR 6 B A& By AR - AR G 3E A
FBHXEHG TR BRSO E b
R R HA T RTINSk AE A B
R b &AM £ LFE 69 Reptile & A& R8>
Bl b THRIAINKGEE 2ETHRK
Reptile 89 o £ F B ¥ » #4w X Reptile
BB AR S AR A 6 LAt b T AR A A A
AR s EUHRRTR T 0 B R A HILN
Reptile 89 F &+ » ARBEIZFRALLA
7> Reptile *» HRAXFEF AL F LR A A
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A% E £ NLP 48 M AR5 % B 71 R
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